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T3.1 The DEIS states that temporary impacts to air quality 

would occur during construction from increased dust 
created from land clearing, site preparation, and 
vehicle movement.  Dust control during construction 
activities will be in compliance with Clark County’s 
dust control regulations.  During plant operations, 
impacts to air quality would not be significant.  The 
Ivanpah Energy Center is designed to be at, or below, 
national and local air quality standards.  Additionally, 
modeling was performed to include emissions 
associated with operations of the proposed Ivanpah 
Airport and the Reliant Bighorn Facility.  Modeling 
results indicate that the project’s contribution to 
cumulative air emissions would have a negligible 
impact.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
T3.2 The DEIS identifies that impacts to traffic and traffic 

safety will occur during construction of the plant 
facility.  Mitigation measures to minimize impacts will 
be implemented.  See response to Comment T1.1 
above. 
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 T3.3 Your comment regarding air quality impacts is
acknowledged.  See the response to Comment T3.1
above.  As stated in the DEIS, Ivanpah Energy Center
would use refrigerated air technology which drastically
reduces the need for water, when compared to other
power plants of similar size.  The facility would use
approximately 50 acre-feet per year (afy), of which 35
afy would be provided as gray water from the Southern
Nevada Correctional Center; the remaining 15 afy would
originate from a yet undetermined groundwater source.   

 
T3.4 During public scoping, Goodsprings residents suggested a

potential plant site west of I-15 between mileposts 5 and
7.  The DEIS evaluated the potential site along with five
other site locations within the Ivanpah Valley.  The site
suggested by the Goodsprings residents; however, was
eliminated from further consideration because it is
located within the Desert Tortoise Translocation Area,
several miles of transmission line corridor outside of a
BLM-designated utility corridor would be needed, and no
reasonable alternative routes for construction were
available.  A potential alternative site in Primm was
identified by the project proponent and if constructed,
would be co-located with the Reliant Bighorn Power
Plant.  The Primm plant site and the proponent’s
proposed site at Goodsprings were carried forward for
further evaluation in the DEIS.   

 
As stated above in previous comments, BLM has selected
the Primm Plant Site as the “agency-preferred
alternative;” however, the Primm Plant site alternative
became commercially unavailable following the closing
of the public comment period.  Therefore, the proposed
plant site at Goodsprings and the No Action Alternative
remain under consideration.  BLM will select an
“environmentally-preferred” alternative in the Record of
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Also, see response to comment T3.1 above regarding
air quality impacts associated with the construction
and operation of the Ivanpah Energy Center at the
Goodsprings site. 

 
 
 
 
 
T3.5 Potential impacts to real estate values cannot be

determined due to the volatility of the market.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
T3.6 BLM has selected the Primm Plant Site as the 
 “agency-preferred alternative.”  However,  following
 the close of the public comment period, the Primm
 Plant site alternative became commercially
 unavailable; therefore, the proposed plant site at
 Goodsprings and the No Action Alternative remain
 under consideration.  BLM will select an
 “environmentally-preferred” alternative in the Record
 of Decision. 
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T3.7 See the above responses to comments T3.4 and 

T3.6. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
T3.8  As stated above, BLM has selected the Primm

Plant Site as the “agency-preferred alternative.”
However, following the close of the public
comment period, the Primm Plant site alternative
became commercially unavailable; therefore, the
proposed plant site at Goodsprings and the No
Action Alternative remain under consideration.
BLM will select an “environmentally-preferred”
alternative in the Record of Decision. 
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T3.9 Comment acknowledged. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
T3.10 The commenter is correct.  The DEIS states that

motorists would encounter visual impacts at
various points along I-15, SR 161, and the
intersection of Sandy Valley Road and SR 161
(see discussion on page 5-74 of the DEIS);
however, the impact would be negligible because
the views would be brief and of short-duration.
Of the four transmission line plant access
options, Option 1, which would cross over the
mountain to interconnect with the VEA line,
would create a “moderate” impact (refer to pages
5-78 and 5-79 of the DEIS). The DEIS states that
use of Option 2 or Option 3 would reduce visual
impacts associated with Option 1.  BLM will
consider your comment regarding visual impacts
associated with transmission line plant access
Option 1.   
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T3.11 As stated above, BLM has selected the Primm Plant

Site as the “agency-preferred alternative.” However,
following the close of the public comment period,
the Primm Plant site alternative became
commercially unavailable; therefore, the proposed
plant site at Goodsprings and the No Action
Alternative remain under consideration.  BLM will
select an “environmentally-preferred” alternative in
the Record of Decision. 

 
T3.12 The DEIS acknowledges that the Ivanpah Valley is

likely to undergo major changes as a result of future
development.  As indicated in DEIS Section 6.2
(Cumulative Impacts), projects such as the proposed
Ivanpah Valley Airport, the Las Vegas Valley Water
District pipeline, and the Table Mountain Wind Farm
are expected to contribute to air quality degradation,
additional loss of habitat, and degradation of visual
and aesthetics resources within the area.  Some
impacts will be short-term and largely related to
construction, others will persist throughout the life of
the project.  Additional impacts will result from
induced development that would be associated with
major projects.  We acknowledge the commentor’s
preference for the Ivanpah Energy Center to be
located at the Primm Plant Site.   
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